
AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR.J.'Yl- #2 Interim Solution

1) Requested By

leG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OH 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(Contact Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

12/5/97.
(Date of Request)

216-377-3030
(Facsimile Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network intercormection capabilitY. function. system. element.
or feature, or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, if necessary):

A.."NSWER:

leG wishes to purchase a modified product/service. Essentially, leG wishes to
access an unbundled loop at the Network Interface Device ("NID") at the premises served
by the loop and use the wire pair connecting thar building NID to the NID in the
telephone closest on the floor where the customer is located. This would allow leG to
access building inside wire pairs in order to serve ICG CUStOmers in the building by
connecting the customers to reG electronics in rhe building. This product/service would
only be applicable in multi tenant, mulri customer buildings where Ameritech has placed
the NID on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access to the
building riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and
therefor, the NID to N1D connection is not required.

#5414



... ..,JI-.J""' .... _, ... _ ...... __ ...:

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM -. #2 Interim Solution

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
e1~ments? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describe the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

ANS\VER:

reG underst:1nds that Ameritech Y'iews this as a modification of the standard
unbundled loop which originates at the LSO (Local Service Office) Main Distribution
Frame and terminates at the NID nearest the customer location; and that this new
product/service will create an Unbundled loop that is accessed at three points rather than
the standard two. While leG disagrees with Arneritech's position, it is willing to proceed
on an interim basis as a means of obtaining access to its customers.

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

A~"l'S\VER:

Since .-\..rn.critcch claims ownership and control of the riser c'lble i:l mclri tcna::t,
multi story buildings, there is no other Cl)mpany thar provides this service. Some
situations cO'lld be s2.tisfied. by leG pbci::g their own cable between floors.

5) Is there anything custom or special about the manner that you would like this
feature, function or combination to operate?

A0'SWER:

leG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech claims
oVJ'!tership and cont:-ol of the riser cabl~.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
request to operate and interact with the network.

ANSWER:

See anached.
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

7) Please describe the expected location life, if applicable, of this capability (Le.,
period 0 t' time you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is an interim solution with an indefinite location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant. multi srory buildings. this
product will be frequently required. Our long term position is that lCG should be
permitted to purchase wire pairs that originate at a NID in a building and end at another
NID in the same building.

8) If you wish to submit this infonnation on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement t.l-tat covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

A..NSWER:

Not required.

9) \\t:'1ere do you want this capabilir-,i ceploy;:c'?

A) States (Check as many as apply):
_____ Illinois
_____ Indiana
______ Michigan

X Ohio
Wisconsin------

'" Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separate BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each state for which you wish to have Ameritech
process the BFR.

B) ~Aajor I:1etropo!itan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area naIntl):
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, A..1cron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or other points of
interconn~ctionor acc~ss where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Ameritech's wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Amentech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

lO) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

Location

Clevciand
Akron
Colu.:.-nbus
0<.. ~'-.

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
1,000 to 3,000 pairs
3,000 to 5,000 pairs
:::' ,C'X, : . c'. ,cOO pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.

11) Whac are your pricing assumptions? In order to potentially obtain lower non-
recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or term commitments you
are willing to make. Please provide any price/quantity forecast indicating one or more
desired pricing points (use additional sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most. ICG would expect to pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result oflCG's cut over of me pairs.

12) Please include any other informarion that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluation of this service request:

#5414
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ArvlERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory narure of your request (Check One):

Request for interconnection.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical or virtual collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

x New :service or capability r.."rJm does nOT: fit into any of the above
categories.

14) What problem or issue do you wish to solve? 'Why is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or ifit were unavailable:, how would i: impair your ability to provide
your services?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service 2.: a reasonable cost, leG v.ill be'denied
,..ccess to its customers.

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit per state included \v1th request under the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall not
e;w:,cecd this deposit for the 'preliminary analysis during the fLrst 30
days.

#5414

x No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred untit 1 cancel
the request. .
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By submitting this request. except as provided. we agree to promptly compensate!
Ameritech for any costs it incurs in proe:e:s.sing this request, including costs of analyzing,
developing. provisioning, or pricing the request, until the Amecitech BFR Manager
re.c.eives our ~tten cancellation. We also agree to compensate Ameriteeh for such casts
in accordance with the attal:hed. practice. if we. fail 10 auth..a.ri:2e A.meritech to pro.cee.d with
development within 30 days: ofreceipt of the 3(}"day notification. or we fail to order the
3c:vicc within 30 daysl In accordance:: with the 11ruil product quoUtion.

leG TELECOM GROUP, INC.

By:/@!IJ
p~ H. \Vh.iu:

Its: Vice President of0AArations. Ohio

Dated: December 5. 1997
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Issue 2, February 1997

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

1) Requested By

ICG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverleaf Parh-y,.·ay
Valleyview, all 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(Contact Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

12/5/97
(Date of Request)

216-377-3030
(Facstmlle Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network intercormec[ion capability, function, s)'stem, elemer:t
0:' feature, Or combination requested (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, if necessary):

ANSWER:

lCG wishes to purchase a product/service we are calling "NlD (Network Interface
Device) to NlD Intra Building Connection", This would allow lCG to access building
inside wire pairs in order to serve lCG customers in the building by connecting the
customers to leG electronics in ilie building. This product/service would only be
applicable in multi tenant, multi customer buildings where Ameritcch has placed the NID
on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to COQtrol access to the building
riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and therefor, the
NID to NID connection is not required.

lCG's preference would be to use its own technicians to identify, test, select and
utilize these pairs. We would th~n notify Arneritech of the pairs used and you could
modify your records and commence billing. As an alternative. rCG is willing to pay
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORi\-1

Ameritech's standard time and material charges to have your technicians perform these
activi ties. .

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
clements'? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describe the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

ANSWER:

reG views this as nothing more than the purchase of wire pairs. This
product/service will originate at a NID within a multi Story. multi tenant building and wH!
end at another NID within the same building.

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? lfyes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

ANS\VER:

1"0.

5) Is ~e:e c.n;,-~hi:1g C''':5:G~1 c:- s;.'~~i:l ;::·c~: ::~e rr;~~:---~~e:- th?: yo~ \,;'oL!.ld E~e th:s
feature, function or combination to Op2r.lt2?

Al'iSWER:

reG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech asserts
ownership of the riser cable and asserts the legal right to control access to the wire pairs
in the inside building wire.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
requ:sr to operate and interact with the network.

ANS\VER:

See attached.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

7) Please describe the expectcd location lifc, if applicable, of this capability (Le.,
period ofti.me you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is a long tenn solution with an indefinite location life. Since Ameritech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required and utilized through the life of our contract to serve:!
our customers in these types of buildings.

&) If you wish to submit this information on a non.disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either anach a prepared Ameritech non
disclosure agreement, or request one to be st;:nt to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

ANSWER:

Nor recuired.

9) Wnere do you \van! this capabiiily deployed?

A) States (Check as many as apply):
______ Illinois

Indiana------
_____ Michigan

X Ohio
Wisconsin------

• Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separate BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each state for which you wish to have Ameritech
process the BFR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area name):

ANSWER:

This productlservic~will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

1:15412 :;
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FO&\1

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or oLlier points of
interconn~ctionor access where this capabililY is desired:

ANSWER:

Amedrech's wire centers are not implicated since the serviceJproduct involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Amcritech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscriber lincs, number of units to be ordered?

Location

Cleveland
Akron
Columbus
Dayton

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
1,000 to 3,000 pairs
3,000 to 5,000 pairs
2,000 to 4,000 pairs

The above figures are for the first 18 to 36 months.

11) Wnar are your pricing assumptions? 1G orci~r to P():.':""'~~" '- ~:~:":" ..,',":, ;:y>

recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or term commitments you
are willing to ma.1<e. Plee.se provide fllly price/quantity forec~t indicating one or more
desired prici.ng poL"lts (use additio'1a\ sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most, reG would expect to pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Amc:ritech as a result orICG's cut over ofrhe pairs.

12) PLease include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evaluation of this service request:

ANSWER;

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory nature of your request (Check One):

#5412 4
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR.i\1

Request for in[erconnection.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical or virtual collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

New service or capability that does not fit into any of the above
categories.

14) What problem or issue do you wish to solve? \Vhy is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailable, how would it impair your ability to provide
your services?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service at a reasonable cost, IeG v.~ll be denied
access to its custom~"3.

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit per state included with request uIlder the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall nm
exceed this deposit for the preliminary analysis during the first 30
'days.

#5412

x No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred until I cancel
the request.
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By submitting this request, except as provided. we agree to promptly compensate:
Ameritech f~r aay casts it incurs ia processing this requesr, including costs of analyzing~
developing, provisioning~ ot' pricing the request, until the Ameri.teeh BFR Ma.'1.ager
receives our written cnncellation. We nlso agree to compensate Ame.ritech fOT such costs
in accordance with the atUc:hed practice. ifwe fail to authori2e Amoritech to proceed with
&velopntClnt within 30 day" of receipt of the 30-d~y notificnlian, or we fuil to order the
service within 30 dA)'~. i.n accordance with the final prodUCl quotation.

ICGTELECOM GROUP, INC.

Pet~ H. \Vhitc

Its: Vice P~sid~t of Ot'Jetarians, Ohio

Date: December 5, }l}97

#5411 6
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.M;P,t:@lX B
235:0 ~~,\::wesler:' 1\'1'1.
~::u;l'i;je:c. MI ~g:)75

~tech.

--- ------
December 18, 1997

Mr. Peter \Vhite
rco Telecom Group, lnc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview, OR 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. \Vnite,

A..meritech received (via FAX) your Bona Fide Requests (BFRs) on December 5, 1997 for
what ICa characterizes as a "NID (Network Inrert'ace Device) to NlD Intra Building
Connection". Before Ameritech can respond to lCO's request Ameritech feels it
necessary to clarify certain ofICO's characterizations. First, the configuration and statUs

possible service configurations and rates at each lecation will differ. For that reason,
Ameritech cannot process your request as applicable to all locations. Rat.~e!, Ameritech
understands that you are seeking service at Cleveland's Terminal To\ver Building and
will base its following response on that location.

Second, leG uses the terms "building cable" and "inside wire" interchangeably both in its
BFR and cover letter. Within the telecommunications industry, there are distinct
definitions for these terms. Building cable refers specifically to regulated, capitalized
outside plant cable, Account 2426, Intra-Building Cable, placed by Ameritech, which
extends within a building (on the Amentech or network side of the Network Interface) all
the way to the Newark Interface (often located on various floors in a multiple tenant
building) and is capitalized to Ameritech's regulated plant account per FCC and Ohio
regulations. Inside wire, on the other hand, refers specifically to wire placed on the
customer side of the Network Interface, owned and controlled by the building or
premises owner and placed by a vendor ofthe.owner's choice. As you can tell, these
tenns are not interchangeable and it is important to be accurate and precise when using
them to describe a facility.

TIllrd, Ameritech neither improperly "claims nor asserts" that it owns the building cable
as stated by ICG in its responses to BFR questions 2, 5 and 7. As discussed on



December 2, 1997 (AmentechJICG Conference call referenced in lCG's cover letter to
the BFRs), Ameritech does own this cable. The cable rCG is requesting to ac\:ess in
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building is building cable extending (within the building)
from the premises MDF located on the 2Qd floor to a Network Interface location on a
specific floor of this multi-tenant building. As such, this cable was placed by and is
o~ned and controUed by Ameritech. (And it is duly recorded in the appropriate Part 32
Account on Ameritech's books,). lCG's access to this cable would be access to
Ameritech's building cable and NID, not a NID to NID connection as described by rCG,
because the cable between the second floor building lvIDF and the NlD on each floor is
Ameritech's building cable not the building owner's inside \Vire.

Since there is no Network Interface on the second floor of the Tenninal Tower Building,
for reG to make a NID to NID connection as "reque~ted" in its BFR, leG would have to
eX'1end its outside plant cable through spare building riser conduit to the specirlc floor and

terminate that cable on an reG provided NID which could then be connected to
Ameritech's ~1D on that floor for access to the customer's premises or inside wire. This
NID to NTD configuration is available, per the AmeritechfICG Interconnection Contract,
without a BFR. Alternatively, ifICG were to extend its outside plant to the specific floor
of the buildin.g where it has cU3tomers, it could place its 0\1.'11 intra-building cable in spare
building riser conduit and terminate it directly to the customer's premises without the
need to access A.meritech's NID.

In addition, as described earlier iuneritech is only able to respond to this type of BFR
based upon the circumstances at a single location where lCG provides specific
information about its desired facility configuration and not ror to all multi-tena,."1t
. l'I~' ,..,~'. "~oCl~''''l~~d Akr ('n11'-bll - ~..!" .. .- .. '.( ..._...,-':' "" ..... _.:DUI .... ln5;) 1:1 u.", ""v .... CoB , .*'"l.. on, ~_,",.'.. ;" _" 2.. ; ..... ; .' .. ,'; '--'~. ~'_.~.'.~. ,:.:. "'

by rCG's answer 1:0 question number 10 on the BFR form. This is because L1-je type of
configuration, i.e., placement of the Network lnterface, varies on a building-by-building
basis due to such factors as age of construction. building layout a.'1d modifications, plant
placement and upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in
regulation and the building ovmer's position wiL't1 regard to the location of the Network
Interface and any attendant responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire.

Based on the foregoing and the December 2, 1997 conference call, Ameritech will
consider lCG's BFRs as a request for access to the bUilding cable portion of Ameritech's
outside plant in the Cleveland Tenninal Tower Building and determine the cost of the
BFRs accordingly since this is the only specific location in which leG has expressed an
interest. IfICG no longer requires the capability requested under its BFRs for the
Cievda"d Terminal To\';;:r Bu.:~ding, pL;::se notify me in Writi...'1g, indicating that rCG
does not require further processing of these BFRs.

For the reasons expressed above and per the Ameritech/ICG Interconnection Agreements,
any requests for flCCC:SS to building cable in additional buildings will require leG to
complete a BFR for each specific location. Each building location will require an on site
lnvestigation to detennine possible access points and feasibility of building cable access,



resulting in varying costs. In orderto provide leO the capability to access Amcritcch's
building cable at a specific building location, any further BFRs should provide the
building address. number of pairs required and the specific building areas where leG
would like access to Amentech's building cable pairs so as to minimize the work and cost
associated wi~ processing any BFR.

Also. Ameritech believes that there is little difference between the two BFRs submitted
by leG and that the two BFRs are essentially requesting access to the same Ameritech
building cable facilities. For this reason a.."ld the above discussion regarding leG's
incorrect perceptions about the nature of Ameritech's building cable, Ameritech will
consider ICG's BFRs as a single request for access to Ameritech buitding cable at
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building.

With the modifications described above, your BFR will be considered complete. The
following dates have been assigned to the various siages for the processing of your
request:

Date Re5ponse Required
to leG Telecom Groun. Inc.

AC}(.'1.Owledgme.nt of receipt ofyour
completed request (10 business days)

Completion ofInitial Evaluation of
BFR (30 days)

Completion of A.I1Y Additional Product
Development V/ork - IfRequired (90 days)

12119/97

01105/98

04/03/98

As per your discussion \vit..'1 Neil Cox, ivneritech will endeavor to process your request
as quickly as possible.

If you have any funher questions or need to check status of your request, please feel free
to contact me at (24&)443.9900 or by facsimile at (248)483-3738.

Sincerely,

1-,r' •oanne lI~l'iSlg

Bona Fide Request Manager

cc: Quentin Patterson



APPENDIX C

Decanbcr 23, 1997

Ms. 10a0nc Mis:s:ig
Bona Fldc Requc:st M3D2ger
Ame:riuxh IofOrrn.tion Indnsny ScMccs
Room..o..-+06
23500 'NOrthwestern Highw:ty
Sourbfield. Mi.cbigan 48075

I
DearMs.~g:

This lc:tr.er responds to your lc:ttcr of December 18, 1Q97~~ the Bans.
Fu!e UqUe3ts (~BFRsI) submincd by reG. It also io.cotpoIAtcS The: taclts of a c::ill that I
had with you and one ofyour OSP~ 00. D=cember 18, 1997.

.As to you:: let:r.er's fust point, I bclieve! that a.frer our~ it is dear tha!:
lCG is tmkiogagcn.eTal~ucst fOr aca:ss to "building ca.bk'JI:; ICG1s rc:qn.cst is not li.rnircd
to th= CL-vch..c.d. Tc.:...l.;Tu! TO'r'r"Cr Building. leG r:.-qui.!"cs the capabifu:y tn Dc able ro usc:
lIbuilding c.blc" in all multi-tenant, multi-story bw1dings.

_As to YOi:!r s:.ro:u:! point regzrding the &stiDcrio~~ abui1&g cabk u :md.
1Ti.tlsid!: wire lr

, reG is willing to 'WOrk with. the: distinaion you have: made• .For the record,
the ~'"!ion you hx-.-e d..--awn bet:WeCl Imra-Building Cable contarruxi in Accomu::Y!--26
and iosid.c wire:, formerly conTAined i:o. Accoont 244. has, as~ ope::tettion:tl. m..an:c:-) been all
but: obl.iIa4rro by FCC ckc:isiOns. These decisons allow. inda:d in many cases compel., 1:b.c.
dcmarca.rion pd.nt: to be pl2ccd at :t point where wiring. formally cont2inc:d in A.c:count
2426 (what you rdcr to 2S ublli1ding.a.bk-) is COIIVWl:d) in CS'SC:IJ.tt, to Ilinsick wire" by
virtue ofnow bci::tg Jocw:d. on !he automc:r :5i.dc: of dIe: dcnur::::::uion~ a:ad Ne::tW'Qrl;:.
Intc:cf.u:c. t But if it will :£lolita,... p...~ in ci:lesc ciiscnSS"~OZl5) leG ~ bppy to
;icrommodatc your :oomcncbtntt.

1 . In '"'" l=o =t= of the s=-IfuI1\~on _ 2 ofyo= l=er, :r=
recognize the <L~ri,'jtycith:: d..ist:ic.c:t1...ans you h:z...-c d..'";l,.wn - You refrr to "bnild;cg inside
wire.." Ofco~ In tb.e ~ciilly dichotom.oUSf ofthe fin..1:.~gnph ofyour lecrer,
when: mae js only -building cabk- !!Z -insid 'Wire:r lt tb.c::re conld be no such thing as
•building inside wire:.-11 '

ADJa;~CntRpt:::ny

5525QQIoa\a!~• ValIr:yVkw. OhIa~s • (2l6) 377-3000 • Fa (216)377~



Ms.J~Missig
D~ber23, 1997
Pagc2

As ~ your third point, Adut Amerittth nciIher improperly cbims ncr~r
that it owns the building able,II the: EFRsimply states that Ame:rirN"b dce:r claim andassat

that it. owns the boil.dio.g cable; the ch3t'actaization that Amecitecb lIimpropc:rly ll~ this
assertion and claim is YOUIS. In my evo~t, I thio1::W~ "",-ill have to k2vc it to the lawye:rs and
regnbrrnrs to dec;d c:: whar. is proper or itaproper.

You thcl go 00. to discuss t\VO altl::I:I141i:vt:: for lCG to ~d its netwOIk
lilrougb. spare conduit 1:0 the specific floor and then connect Amc:rit:e.ch's Nil) to an. reG
Nil) or fur rCG to extend irs outside pI2nt to~ spc:c:i.fic floor ofthe buildi:J.gwhere it Cw
~rn.c::a_ Of COllr3C, ifreG ptnSUCd c::iI:hcr of th.csc a1n:nu:ti~ it would not necessaroy
~to uSc the tbnild:ing c:abk:" to which Amo:itecb. is denying reG access or Amerirech.'s
!NID. The purpose ofthc Bl-"R. is to gain. access rh the -building cable" 1 2.I1d. while reG is
Olppto::i.tive ofyour mggc:stion oforltcmativc:s, it:s lCGIS bc:.Iittthar the~ CO\U3C here is
to expedite: the processing ofthc BFR..

As mentioned above, lCG is making a.~ reqileS4~ su.bmittiog a general
BFlL It is 2. mJrtrr of indifference.to 1CG whdli:u:rF c:h:uacterizc w p..'"Odn.c:t rCG is
:equc:st:ing, on tlu:: one hand, as aa:t:SS to II bUiIdit~gQ.b1c.,. from aD. .MDF to the Netv.'OD:
l.nt:c::riUe or, on the other band, as access to "building cable II for a. ~er:wo..'"k Interface
Dc:vice (lJNTO") to NID ~on; this issue n.ec:d not d.t::ttin~ processing of lCG's
BFR. reG is r~ue",-rin.g uccss to Amaiteeh ·building cable:" from .Amaitedl's Ilbuilding
NlD If to th.e 1'.TJDs On ind.iviciD:a.! flc:ors; O!' from the Y..DF to the Nil) m:. iD:f~..,.idU2l floors;
or .from wb2.tc~ :o:mimtion mel/or conne-:tioD. point Amerirem has for distn1mIion of
itS cut:side pJ:ant t:6 nhuilciing o.b1c:- to 'the hTIDi C'oot2ined on the~ or the wephone
posct:> of bni.l.dings. ObviotlSly, the r~ only 'J.PPlic::s when: Amcrittch in f:ct is
I. d ojmi Q g: or aiSc..""tillg" ilic right to cont:cl ti:I.= •building Cd.bI.c.. , a.c.d. docs nor ari.sc wb.:::rc::

~
building owner has assumed lPrcsponsi.f,..Jity for t:he m.cin!en:mce of~ ir...sid&

:n.-2
. I

. The r:cmai!1dc:r of the Stlbstantive ~s;ion of your letter essc:atiilly rc::ite:rcttes
your posirion that the Bl'Rs submitted by lCG~ going to be D:C2J:Cd as one BFR for lit

~ location,~ Ck:vd:anci'. TamUul Tower. As I mentiooed ah~, I believe we
h%vc clarified th2.t lCG's requests arc to be n:ettoi :as gc::oeraIi:zed reqnest:S for access to

-building c:zblc ll where Ameritech c:bims or~ ownership and/or the right to comeol
recess to rlu: If building cable. n i

i
\
f

I have added me It:ali.ci to this quOt2.tlou from page 2 ofyour Iet::r.e.r. See. note l~

above.



JJI~ J~ J.'U1SS1g
:ceccmba 23~ 1997
"PageS

lCG rccognize$ that it is Ameritecbrs aptive in tams. ofAmerin:ch's c:oz:nplc:!OCC
with the time able set forth in your ld:t.c:r. leG, nonerheless,~ cxpc:dition for the
BFBs so that. we do not have to wait until April to begin to aco:ss ·buildi:ag able..•

In. this cosmeai~ I n::i.ra3te that there are two BFBs.. One BFR is. for an
intaim sokrt:ion whacby lCG 2 CCesscs 2Il nnbnndJcd loop.. which lCGp~ from
.Ameri=:h. at~ atecbo£ca]Iy fe;\sibfe point" of the ~ building NID.· or MDF.. or where
outside: pbnt: is d:stn1nn"ed to building cahle. The other BrIt. is for the product dcsaibed
in dlis lettt:r.

Eaally. evc:n assuming there is sca:u: .nniQ::ue aspect" to eiaY bm1ding.
Amerlt.eep. is c::lp3hle or developing IIstandard' rues· d;1at average the: costs bctwa:n
buildip~ or Am.aitx:ch can dcvdop a. eui£f~an~ for uai~~ charges
~or emb!L":S Amc::d~ to decline: to provide: ac:ccss to building ca.h1.e, iffl.cilitics d.o not
c::xist in the building. .

Th.ank you very 1llIlch for your ~onsibearion in this matn:r. Ifyou ha.ve <JJJY
qt:esrions~ £Cd fiec to conran" the: ucda:sig:c.cd u (216} 377-304:0.

KPIK/nw
0::: Quc:at::i.n l?an. I "'On

J



APPENDIX D
:'\t.t",,,,,-.\.:6
23:CO ~ior;hwestcm ii-ill·
Scut:,ti~ld. Ml45075

Arneritech.
~

January 5, 1998

Mr. Peter White
lCG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX &. US Mail

Dear Mr. White,

On Decembar 18, 1997 Ameritech provided its written confirmation of receipt of leG's Bona
Fide Requests dated December 5, 1997 and Ameritech's understanding ofthos: BFRs based on
the information contained in the BFR forms and convC:r3ations with Ameritech's ICG Account
Manager and ather Ameritech personr.el who participated in Nover:lbe, n ?_nc D~cemb~, 2.
1997 phone calls between our companies. Ameritech' s letter also provided the oates assignd to
the processing ofICO's BFRs based on Ameritech's understanding of those requests as
submitted on December 5, 1997.

Since the December 18 letter there have been two substantive communications between our
companies, a telephone conversation on December 19 nnd your letter of December 23, 1997.
Your lener of December 23 has left Ameritech confused with regard to just what leG is
requesting in its December 5, 1997 BFRs since it conflicts with aur earlier conversations.

Furthermore, after discussing our telephone conversation of December 19 and your latest letter
with some of the participants in the November 2& telephone call, I have been informed that the
S3JTle types ofa::;~ss ro AGlcri:;::h'5 building cable w'".ar we discussed on December 19 were also
discussed on November 28. Ameritech participates in conference calls regarding BFRs in en
effort to chiif}' each party's understanding of the request. However, the telephone conversations
belween our companies, both prior to and after receipt of your December 5 BFRs, have only
served to confuse Ameritech's understanding oflCG's requests especially since the types of
access to building c.:.ble discussed on our calls arc in b'ec~ conflict with both leG's BFR and its
December 23 letter-.

During our December 19 phone convcr3ll1ion. ICG advi~cd Amcritcch that it WlU milking a
general request far access to Ameritech's building cable in Ohio not a request for access to
building cable only in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. At that time, Ameritech reitt:ratcd



its position that it can only respond to !CG's type of request on a bUilding/location specific basis
because each location is unique. Also during our December 19 conversation. rCG advised
Ameritech that despite Ameritech's statement to the contrary in its December 18 let":er that there
were two sep.arate BFRs. one which lCG has described as an int~rim solution and another longer
term "solution" ("long term BFR") we discussed on the phone and that is referenced in your
December 23, 1997 letter. In our December 19 telephone conversation you also indicted that
Ameritech's December 1& letter did not capture the real nature ofICG's requests which you said
were difficult to explain in a letter and consequently went on to describe verbally.

Based on our December 19 telephone conversation, lCG indicated that its real request went far
beyond its request to use Ameritech's building cable pairs between the building l\IDF and the
Net\Vork Interface on individual floors, (as described in Ameritech's December 18 letter and
confirmed in leG's December 23 letter). Rather ICG stated that in addition to, or possibly in
lieu of such normal access, it sought to gain access to Ameritech's building cable at any point
(on any floor) that a building cable pair passed. Nothing In your BFR or your De:cmbcr 23
letter describes or contemplates this type of access.

Due to these conflicts. at this point in time, Ameritech can only respond to ICG based on the
statements made in writing by leG (the December 5 BFRs and the December 23 letter). If leG
wishes to pursue access to Ameritech's building cable at any point other than an existing ClOSS

connection point (such as the building MDF), multiple points of access to a single loop or access
to building cable in Ohio buildings otherthan Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building, per the
Ameritech/lCG Interconnection Agreement, reG will be required to submit additional BFRs.
Further. since any win~ located on the customer's side of the Network Interface is not owned or
controlled by Ameritech and any work Ameritcch might perform on such wire is perfonned an
an unregulated basis. any ac:::ess to or work cn such wire is not covered as a part of Ameritech's
r~5pDn.:5;; L'J i::l~5 s::?'-o

At this time, Ameritech also feels compelled to respond to certain allc::gations in your
Decemb::=r 23 lett-:r.

Ameritech does not agree that there is any issue concerning its ov,nership and control of building
cable and Ameritech's position vis avis control ofbuilding cable in Cleveland's Terminal Tower
Building given FCC (Dockets 79-105 and 88-57) and PUCO decisions regarding inside wire
(IW). FCC decisions address the placement ofNetwork Interfaces for new construction or major
bulldlng renovation in multi-tenant buildings and allow for rc<lrrangcment of existing Network
Interfaces in multi-tenant buildings at the request and expense of the building owner.
Rearrangement/re-Iocation of multiple Net\Vork Interfaces to a single point within a multi-tenant
buildin~ transfers the responsibility fOi maintenance of any wire between the Netv..ork Interface
location and individual tenant premises to the building owner.

In addition, in paragraph 6 (page 2) of your December 23 letter you indicate !hat it is a "matter of
indifference to ICG whether you characterize th: product ICG is reque'ting, on the one hand, as
access to "building cable", from an lYfDF to the Ne:work Interface or, on the other and, as access
to ··building cable" for a Network Interface Device ("NID") to NID connection". Ameritech
continues to reiterate that there is a definite need to be precise in using these terms. In the first
instance, access to building cable from the building MDF to the Network Interface, the cable
referenced is building cable which is owned by Ameritcch and the only Network Interface for
any specific loop is on the floor where the ultimate (end-user) customer is located. In the second



instance, if there were a Network Interface located where the outside plant cable cnt:rs the
building, all wire on the customer's side of the Network Interface would be inside wire and there
would be no reason for a BFR, as access to this inside wire would be controlled by the building
owner. Also the use of the term "NID to NID connection" has a specific meaning (FCC Docket
96-98 ParagraPh 396) which provides for the connection of a carrier provided loop to a
customer's inside wire through a carrier provided NtD connected to Ameritech' 5 NID (which is
not located at the building MDF in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building as consistently
asserted by ICG).

With respect to rcG's December 5, 1997 BFR that lCG designated as "interim", Amerirech is
stiH unable to see how accessing existing spare building cable pairs at the building MDF as
described in this BFR is any different than accessing existing spare building cable pairs in your
other BFR which lCG has described as "NTn (Network Interface Device) to NID Intra Building
Connections". Our December 19 telephone conversation further confused this issue for
Amcritech. Thus, Ameritech does not believe that it has suftlcienr information to process this
"interim" BFR as separate from leG's other BFR.

In response to ICG's lon~ term BFR which requests the use of individual building cable pairs
from Ameritech, it is generally technically feasible for ICG to gain access to existing spare
building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. Access to Ameritch's existing
spare building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building may only be obtained at the
building MDF and would run to the specific Network Interface involved. Howe...~r. such
individual pairs are not available for purchase by leG, as Ameritech does not sell the individual
cable pairs from a larger cable. However, in appropriate circumstances, Ameritech will make
existing spare cable pa.irs available for use at cost based rates (including appropiiat.:: joint and
common costs).

In response to ICG's desi!"e for Ameritech to process it's December 5 BFR as a generic request
for access to building cable In all Ohio buildings, Arneritcch can not accommodat:: ICO'3
request. For the reasons specified in Ameritech's December 1g letter, namely, "because the type
of interface, i.e., placement of the Network Interface. varies on a building-by-building basis due
to such factors as a~e of construction. building layout and modifications, plant placement and
upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in regulatlon and the
building owner's position with regard to the location of the Network Interface and any attendant
responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire" and per the Ameritech/ICG
Interconnection Agreement, requests for access to building cable in multiple building.s will
require ICG to complete a BFR for each specific location so that Ameritech may determine the
technical feasibility of rCG' s request at that location and the cost to provide such requests if
technically feasible to do so. To minimize the work and cost associated with processing any
further BFRs, ICG should provide the building address, number of pairs required and [he specific
building areas where lCG requires access to Ameri:ech's building cable.

This letter represents the conclusion ofAmeritech's initial assessment oftC'ChniC{].1 fe4sibility for
!CG's bng terrn BFR. Amerit:cn's costs to process this BFR, including on-site investigation of
the building cable layout at Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building by the local Outside Plant
Engineer and Ameritech personnel responsible for developing Ameritech's operating practices,
through today is $2,81 LOa.


